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VINT the mwN:

POOR MDY NN SV PV DVNR RDW 172

VI 7919 RHA0I DR PHYOR OIIR S50 a1 -

When one wants to clear bones and shells from the table on
naw,

Ww 1 allows removing them directly, but

551 ma says one may NOT remove them directly - rather, he
should shake them off the table.

1M1 27 comments that the opinions in the 71wn should be
reversed, with 551 2 being more lenient, since we know that
551 ma agrees with pwnw '27's narrower definition of A3,
and 'Rnw nva agrees with N7 '7's broader definition of
moon Az adds;Otherwise, this npomn should have been
listed in N7 Noon among the exceptions of

550 ma m RpY 2197 - where 'Ridw 12's position is more
lenient, and the position of 557 11 is more stringent.
Generally, "Rpw na are more Ppnn, and Y51 72 are more
S5,

The nmwn continues;

I TIAD PO WA Humn pYavn -

We may remove from the table crumbs smaller than the size
ofan olive and pods of peas and lentils, things that people do
not eat,

m12 HIRM RINW 300 -

Because they can be fed to animals, and therefore, are not
N3P,

From the Mishnah’s use of the word 77201 - we may remove,
but not throw out the bread crumbs, we can derive support
for the ruling of 13n ' that

7271728 7OR - the dignity of the bread demands that we not
destroy it directly.

The mwn concludes by saying that

190 - a damp sponge which has a handle may be used to wipe
the table because nothing will necessarily get squeezed from
it, but if it does not have a handle it may not be used while
wet, because it is a 77w’ P09, absolutely certain, that some
liquid will get squeezed from it.

If the sponge is dry - nawa 03P PN PP -
It may be moved on naw, because it's a*5> - a utensil.

However, IRm0 Yapn w1 -

It is NOT susceptible to nxmv. Although it's a 53, Rashi says;
71O KD PW RO 732 RY1 7Y 99 RY PN -

It is not a wood or metal utensil, nor a garment or sack,
mentioned in the Torah.
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N7 PrY - Whether date pits may be moved depends on
which kinds of dates we are dealing with:

RMHIR DT - The pits of Armenian dates are not N3, and
may be moved, because even the fruit was always meant to
be used for animal food.

RN»0797 - the pits of Persian dates are 13, and may not be
moved, because the dates are food for people, and once eaten
the pits are considered 751, a new entity that came into being
on naw, and therefore they’re nxpn.

The X3 records how several xR dealt with discarding
date pits on naw:

RIM9™ 2R 112 S0P HRIDW - Shmuel would move them by
placing them on top of bread, because he held

19521578 52 DR 7V - one may use bread for anything,

RDT RIPY R 17 HuH0H 127 - Rabbah would move them by
putting them in a bucket of water.

13 5w 9730 115 7Y YWY 277 732 RN 27 - Rav Huna would

pile them up until they became repulsive, and then removed
them, just as any other repulsive thing can be moved out of

the house on naw.

*WR 17 did not approve of this, and said;

121nno% p 5w 973 pww 31 - is it permissible to make
something repulsive on purpose?

m3w5217% 9 nww 17 - Rav Sheishes would spit them out
with his tongue.

ORI NARIAY P71 RO 27 - Rav Papa threw them behind the
bed.

©%1PaR 12 7101 27 would combine the previous two opinions
and spit them behind his bed with his tongue.

5013 79 1777 - We have B“H completed the Twenty-first
Perek b1, and begin the Twenty-second Perek - moan -
B’ezras hashem.
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The nmwn continues;

PRON D RIITY MPOT DR POMD PR -

One may not squeeze juice out of fruits.

PIOR P3N IRY DX - If the liquid oozed out of the fruits by
itself; it is forbidden on that naw.

The x»p N1 holds it is 132797 7OR to use the liquid, as Rashi
says; 1>’nnoY VIND’ RPW 171 - because he might come to
squeeze the juice out of the fruits.

a7 *27 differentiates, 3mm 0 R3PA PHIIRY OR - If the fruit is
primarily meant to be eaten, the liquid that oozes from them
is 91m», because we need not be concerned that he will
squeeze more juice out of them.

MOR 0N R3PA PPwRL OR) - If the fruit is used primarily for
squeezing juice from them, the liquid is Mox. In this case the
77w indeed applies.

There is a RIMR N5Nn about the scope of this nmbnn and
how to pasken:

SX1Ww holds D23 112 ©IMY AN 727 7P AT -

77 27 would agree that juice that oozed from olives and
grapes would always be MoR, because olives and grapes are
mostly used for their oil and wine, even though he now
happens to use them for eating, he might change his mind to
squeeze them.

The 1321 would agree that juice that oozed from other fruits
that are meant to be eaten, would always be .

They only argue 01> 'mna - regarding berries and
pomegranates, which are quite commonly juiced, but not as
commonly as olives and grapes.

In support of SRiW's opinion, PRX’ 92 11213 27 cites a X2
which explicitly states that 77 *11 agrees with the 13117
regarding olives and grapes, and their nponn is regarding
berries and pomegranates.
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On the following Daf the Gemara points out that this Braisa
does not discuss what their opinions would be regarding
other fruits that are generally eaten.

27 holds o2 ot QR AT 227 770 N -

R’ Yehuda argues even regarding olives and grapes.

10 7 agrees with Rav.

However, 30’7 says we rule like 77 221 regarding other
fruits only, but we do not pasken like 77 "3 when it comes
to liquids that oozed from olives and grapes.

The above mentioned Xn»91 included ono -

Where he has no specific intention, neither for eating, nor for
juicing -

With ppwnb - Where his intention is for juicing -

In the position of 177 27 that liquid that oozed out by itself
would be 7R,

The x93 questions this premise from a 73w in PPwWIH NOON
which seems to indicate otherwise.

TOR ONO 7T 727 720 - Does i °27 indeed hold that ono
has the same Halachah as ppwn5?

This discussion continues on the next Daf 7"y,
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